, (5) and (6 (7), (8) Unfortunately both ~y(C(5)) + q(C (2) ) and q(C(3)) + q(C(3)) are less than one, so we cannot use Theorem 2.1 to find intervals in F(5) -F(2) or F(3) -F(3). Instead we must use a more complicated approach, which is similar in spirit to the approaches used independently by both Hanno Schecker [8] and Gregory Freiman [5] The reader is directed to Lemma 7.5.1 of [1] for more information regarding the calculations.
To prove Theorem 1.3 we will tile our infinite rays with intervals of the form (n:l:l(k;w))(m+1(l;v)), for (k, l) equal to (5, 2) or (3, 3 Finally, we may extend our result to the negative portion of the real line. Assume that 0 0 and either 0 0 Q or 0 = -r/s with r, s &#x3E; 8. By a process similar to the above it follows that -9 E -F(3)/F(3), and the theorem follows. Q 6. Proof of Theorem 1.5 In [3] the author used Theorem 2.1 to established the following result. The proof is similar for the set F(2)F(2)/F(3). 0
